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| DE mortuis Pa if 1 is a rule 


* which, in almoſt every inſtance, ſhould 


be obſerved. To this rule, however, there 


are ſome exceptions; and when the executors 
of a public character favour the world with 
his hiſtory, they ſhould bear in remembrance 


another maxim, De mortuis nil niff verum. 


ben ae 


Laurence and King have publiſhed three of 
his pamphlets on political ſubjects; and to one 
of them they have prefixed a ſhort account 


of his n life. 


A 2 4 


- 


( ) 
— oy Wo 0 


In one important inſtance, they have cor- 
rected an error which almoſt every man has 
fallen into. It was generally believed, both 

bere and in Ireland, that the origin bf Mr. 

Burke was very obſcure, and chat all his re- 

ations were of the inferior orders in ſociety; 

that his father was an attorney in Dublin, 
and his inheritance very trifling. We ſup- 
poſe, from the executors? account, that Mr. 
Burke is a branch of the noble family of 
Clanrickarde, which has been enobled in ſe- 
veral of its branches. The executors, ho-w- 
ever, muſt know that Mr. Burke, i in having 


valar origin, only met with that inhifiie 
which he had the illiberality himſelf to fcat- 
ter abroad, to the injury of another petſon. 
In his cloſing ſpeech, which laſted nine 
days, in Weſtminſter Hall, Mr. Burke de- 
ſcribed Mr. Haſtings as a man of low, vul- 
gar, and obſcure origin, and added, chat his 
occupations had been baſe, reveals, and fordid. 


T be executors next tell us, het e forrune 
which Mr. Burke ſucceeded to from a la- 
' mented brother, was upwards of twenty 

thouſand pounds, which he ſpent with con- 
ſiderably 


1 3 


gerad more of his own, that he received 
as legacies, the laſt remembrances of dying 
friendſhip ; that he received no falary from 
Lord Rockingham, during his ſhort adtaini- 
ſtration, and that he came into parliainent at 
his own coſt. 


Here again the learned Doctors nan cor⸗ 

rected the errors of the vulgar. It has been 
confidently atid repeatedly aſſerted, that the 
various members of the Burke family had 
been confiefted in a ftock-jobbing adventure 
with the late Eart Verney, which was the 
ruin of that nobleman, though of great ad- 
. to Mr. Burke s connexions. | 


With WIE to Lord 8 it i is 
not poſſible for any gentleman to read the 
paffage which has been quoted, without 
drawing this obvious conclafion from it; that 
although his Lordſhip might have been under 
gtoat Oichadens to Mr. Burke, nothing was 
due from Mr. Burke to his Lordſhip. The 
_ Writer of theſe ſheets dined with the 61d and 
vehetable Earl of Mansfield a few weeks 
after the deceafe of Lord Rockingham, and 
well e that Lord Mansfield publichy 
ſtated 


(56 
ſtated at bis table, not as matter of ſecrecy, 
that Lord Rockingham had either in his 


will, or by an iöltrü son to his executors, 
one of whom was Lord Mansfield, directed 
that all Mr. Burke's bonds ſhould be de- 


ſtroyed, which they were, and without be- 
ing looked at by Lord Mansfield. Of the 


fact of the bonds being deſtroyed, the wri- 


ter is certain, though not equally ſo, whe- 
ther they were deſtroyed in conſequence of 
a clauſe in the will, or by the deſire of 
Lord Rockingham himſelf before his de- 
ceaſe. The circumſtance was univerfally 
talked of in 1782, and is now mentioned, 
not by way of caſting a reflection upon Mr. 
Burke, for it was not diſhonourable to him 
to lie under a pecuniary obligation to Lord 
Rockingham. All the writer means is, to 
ſhow how looſely and inaccurately his execu- 
tors detail the events of his life. 


That ſome Directors of the Eaſt India 
Company might have thought of ſending 
Mr. Burke to India, the author has no 
means of contradicting. The leading Di- 

rectors of the years 1770 and 1771 (who 
are now alive), the periods to which the exe- 
| cutors 


40 


eutors muſt refer, were Sir George Cole- 
brook and Mr. Purling : we have never heard 

them, nor any part i in Leadenhall Street, 
mention this anecdote; and when a commiſ- 
ſion was propoſed, General Monckton was at 
the head of it. It was not at all likely ei- 


ther that a majority in the Courts of Direc- 


tors and Proprietors, or that the Miniſter, 
who had then determined to have his ſhare in 
the patronage of India, would have agreed to 
the nomination of Mr. Burke; conſequently, 
he merely gave up that which he had not the 
moſt diſtant chance of gaining. He might, 
indeed, equally have declined the appoint- 
ment, had ſucceſs been certain. OT 


<= Admitting to Mr. Burke every merit which 
his executors can claim for his bill for the 
regulation of the Pay Office, it muſt be al- 
lowed alſo, that reform was the ladder by 
which himſelf and his party climbed to pro- 
motion. That bill made part of his pro- 
poſed economical arrangements in 1780, 
and was loudly called for by the country. 
After the report of the commitſioners, on 
the ſcandalous abuſes and enormous profits 
of the my Pay Office, it was not t poſſi- 
x / ble | 


I 
ble for Lord Rockingham, to poſtpone the 


dill. The office which Mr. Burke held was, 


on its new ſyſtem, a moſt lucrative appoint- 


ment. In addition to it, he provided for his 
brother; and Lord Rockingham, at the in- 


ſtance of Mr. Burke, compelled the Direc- 


tors of the Eaſt India Company to conſent 
to the nomination of his couſin, Mr. Wil- 


ham Burke, to the office of pay-maſter of 
his Majeſty's forces in India, which he ſtill 
bolds, thou gh he was at that time agent to 
the Raja of Tanjore. This new office of 
pay-maſfter, Lord North expreſſly had re- 
fuſed to create, though ſtrongly urged by Mr. 


Rigby, and fond as he was, by Mr. Burke's 


account, of every thing that had the appear- 


ance of a job. We do not mean, by ſtating 
theſe facts, ta caſt a reflection upon the 


memory of Mr. Burke; he did what almoſt 
every man, who. at any time poſſeſſed 
power, in England has done, in providing 


for himſelf and his relations. But when 
the executors of Mr. Burke ſpeak of his dif 


intereſtedneſs in fuch uncommon terms, 
they ought to mention how much he and his 
family have received from the ſtate. 


95 


0 9 ) | 
Of the circumſtances of Mr. Burke's un». 
principled oppoſition to Lord Lanſdowne, 
| When his Lordſhip had the good ſenſe to put 
anend to the calamities of war; and of Mr. 
Burke's conduct when he returned to office, 
in April, 1783, the learned Doctors have not 
laid a ſyllable. yet it formed no inconſider- 
able part of his public hiſtory. The beſt 
friends of Mr. Fox have cenſured his coali- 
tion with Lord North. If blame be due to 
Mr. Fox, an equal ſhare of the blame is due 
alſo to Mr. Burke, who, in addition to the 
violence with which he purſued the Mi- 
niſter, had publicly pledged himſelf to im- 
peach him, and had actually, by his own 
account, given a copy of his propoſed arti- 
cles to Lord Rockingham. The ſtory of * 
Mr. Powell is well known; and we never 
yet have met with, a man bold enough to 
defend Mr. Burke for reſtoring that public | 


ſervant to an office from which Colonel 


Barré had removed him, on very ſtrong 


ſuſpicion of miſconduR. 


EY The next point ſtated by the executors 
they are totally miſtaken in: they tell us, 
35 that 


(wo ) 


that Mr. Burke originally declined the ho- 


nour of having his name inſerted on the bal- 


lot, as a member of the ſelect committee on 
India affairs, from foreſecing too well how 
85 3 and pertlous « a conteft he was to 


* 9 


The writer has no authority for diſputing 
the aſſertion, that Mr. Burke originally de- 


elined being upon the ballot for that com- 


mittee ; but he can prove, that he did not de- 
cline it for the reaſons aff ned by Doclors 


Laurence and King. 


The Fenn of which Mr. Burke was 


a member, was appointed in February, 1781, 


on a. motion made and ſeconded by Major- 
General Richard Smith and Sir Charles Wil- 


ham Rouſe Boughton. | It was nominated for 
the ſole purpoſe of inquiring, whether the 
_ judges of Bengal had or had not exceeded 
their powers, in in ſubjecting the zemindars, 


and other natives of Bengal, to the juriſdic- 


tion of the ſupreme court. It is abſurd and _ 
. ridiculous to ſay, as the executors do fay, © 


that Mr. Burke 46 Wee too well how ob- 
66 ſtinate | 


„„ 
& ſtinate and perilous. a conteſt he was to 
& wage,” or to expreſs a doubt of the ſin- 


cerity of the Eaſt India Company. The fact 


is, that he had no battle to wage, but with 
| lawyers in the two houſes of Parliament. The 
Company were eager and anxious to contraCt 
the power of be judges : they wiſhed, but 
they wanted the power, to aboliſh the court. 
The Governor-General and Council of Ben- 

gal were equally anxious to deſtroy the 

authority of the ſupreme court in the 
provinces dependant- upon Great Britain. 
The committee very ſoon accompliſhed the 
only purpoſe for which it had been ori- 
ginally appointed, and it was diſſolved by 
the prorogation in July, 1781. Early in 
the next ſeſſion, General Smith, with the 
full concurrence of Mr. Burke, moved for 
the re-appointmetit of this committee; and 

he moved alſo, in ſubſtance, that it ſhould 
be an inſtruction to the committee, to con- 


ſider how India could be beſt held and 


governed for the benefit of Great Britain, 
and the advantage of the natives. Then, 
and then only, the battle began which 
Mr. Burke eagerly ſought. The two learned 
5 EE Doctors 


61 ) 


Doctors muſt 4now the facts which are here 


ſtated, to be true. It is probable they never 


thought © about the matter” when writing their 
preface; and without calling their recollection 
to their aid, they conceived that any fort of 


nonſenſe, prefixed to a pamphlet of Mr. 
Burke's, would add ſixpence to che price of : 


"_— book. 


I further proof depend che Journals of 
Parliament were neceſſary, the explicit de- 
claration of Sir Charles Rouſe Boughton 


might be added. When Mr. Burke moved 


the impeachment in February, 1786, he 
lamented that he had no aſſiſtance from 
his old affociates in the committee, and par- 


ticularly adverted to the ſilence of Sir Charles 
| Rouſe, who had ſeconded General Smith's 


original motion for the appointment of the 


ſelect committee. In reply to Mr. Burke's 
animadverfions, Sir Charles ſaid, that the 
Nit object of the committee, which was ap- 


pointed on a motion which he himſelf had 


ſeconded, was the inveſtigation of the ſtate 
and proceedings of the ſupreme court of ju- 


dicature in Bengal. Ou this committee he 


_ tat 


1 


at E the ſecond ſeſſion ; but at length 
the great object was, to his aſtoniſhment and 
concern, moſt materially departed from, and 
points actually Joreign to its nature received 
the preference in diſcuſſion. During te 
third ſeſion his name was put, without any 
previous intimation, and even without his 
Enoꝛwledge, on the committee, whilſt he was 
_ abſent in Shropſhire. 


From this ſtatement it is moſt evident, 
that the executors are totally miſtaken in im- 
puting the unwillingneſs of Mr. Burke to 
become a member of that ſelect committee, 
to any dread of a battle that he was to wage. 
He eagerly ruſhed into a new battle himſelf, 
when the gentleman who ſought the war 
withdrew from it, as ſoon as the great object 
of it was accompliſhed. During the whole 
of Mr. Burke's political life, it will be diffi- 
cult to ſhew an inſtance in which he ſhunned 
contention ; moderation and forbearance were 
58 the ſtriking traits in his character. 


Speaking further relative to India, theſe 


Nn ſay, that nothing detained Mr. 
Burke 


2 — 
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\ 


Burke in parliament, after the breach with 


Mr. Fox, but the facred duty which he 
& felt of ſtruggling to the laſt for the coercion 


and puniſhment of what he moſt unſeignedly 
«< and fedfaſily believed to be the flagrant 


% enormities of the Eaſt, the cold-blooded 
e tyranny of avarice, which 6pprefled mil- 


lions of the innocent natives, and the bane- 


s ful corruption, which, ſpreading thence, 


6 threatened to infect and poiſon the whole 


„ nation.” 


Doctor Laurence was one of the counſel 


ſelected by Mr. Burke to aſſiſt in conducting 
the impeachment of Mr. Haſtings. It was 
a very comfortable and a very profitable em- 
ployment for a man only known at that time 


as the ſuppoſed author of the Rolliad, a ſa- 


tirical poem, in which Mr. Pitt is very 


roughly treated. Doctor King attended Mr. 
Burke in arranging papers prior to the vote 


of impeachment. On this ſubject, therefore, 
they may be expected to catch ſomething of 


the fire and the folly of Mr. Burke. It 


would, however, have been more modeſt, if, 


inſtead of boldly et what was the un- 
4 5 fergned 5 


AW 1. 

feigned and fledfaft e of Mr. Burke, they 

had qualified their aſſertion a little, aud 

merely expreſſed their 6wn confidence in his 
belief. The writer, who is not fond of deal- 
ing in aſſertions without aſſigning reaſons, 

will ſtate why he never can think Mr. Burke 

did unſeignedly and fledfaftly believe what his 
executors ſo boldly oh him credit for be- 
| lieving. 


That Mr. Burke ſaid he unfeignedly and 
ſtedfaſtly believed all that the learned Doctors 
ſay, is beyond all doubt. The author has 
heard him make ſimilar declarations repeat- 
edly, both in the Houſe of Commons and in 


Weſtminſter Hall: he has heard him accuſe 


Mr. Pitt and Mr. Dundas of following the 
ſyſtem of Mr. Haſtings, in all its paris: 
he has heard him aſſert, that Mr. Haſtings, 

during the adminiſtration of the Marquis 
Cornwallis, governed as abſolutely in Bengal, 

| as when he preſided there himſelf : he has 
heard him boldly charge Mr. Pitt and Mr. 

Dundas with having committed acts in their 

government of India fo atrocious, that a pa- 

rallel to them was not to be found in the 
mur- 
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murderous reigns of Nero and Caligula. 
This paſſage bas been correctly given in that 
edition of his works, which Mr. Burke ſays, 


a friend has' publiſhed, In ſhort, there is 


nothing of virulence, abſurdity, or folly, 
which Mr. Burke has not ſaid, when ſpeaking 
of India, ſince the Engliſh acquired an em- 


Pire in Bengal. 


Bur let us quit epithets; let us try the 
executors by the teſt of truth ; and then it 


will be ſeen what a poor figure their preface 
will make. 


Mr. Burke, if not the author, was a 
ſtrenuous advocate for Mr. Fox's India Bill. 
The Portland adminiſtration was diſmiſſed in 
conſequence of the loſs of that bill in De- 


 cember, 1783. The ſtruggle for their reſto- 
ration to power ended in March, 1784. Mr. 
Pitt, in the month of June, 1784, produced 


his India Bill, which paſſed into a law, after 


having been moſt violently oppoſed in all its 


ſtages by Mr. Burke. It would puzzle ſtill 
wiſer men than Doctor Laurence and Doctor 


King, to diſcover a ſingle clauſe of that bill 
which 


(17) T 
which altered the ſyſtem eſtabliſhed by Mr. 
Haſtings ; and that it made n change in that 
ſyſtem, was the great fault which Mr. Burke 
found with the bill. It is true, it gave ad- 
ditional power to miniſters nominated by his 
Majeſiy, which was an additional grievance, 
in Mr. Burke's opinion. Through the whole 

of the ſeſſion of 1784, and through that of 
1785, the language of Mr. Burke was the 
language of reprobation. In the month of 
May, 1786, Mr. Pitt gave His firſt vote againſt 
Mr. Haſtings, but on grounds ſo entirely diſ- 
tinct from thoſe of Mr. Burke, that the latter 
could not help obſerving, that Mr. Pitt had 
abuſed him, but voted with him: he added, 
that he forgave him the abuſe for the benefit 
of his vote, which placed Mr. Burke in a 
majority. From that memorable day Mr. 
Burke was ſlent on Indian ſubjects; or, if he 
did ſpeak, which was not more than once, 
it was in compliment to miniſters—we mean 
on ſubjeQs relative to India, in which the 
Miniſter was concerned. The ſtory told by 
Mr. Dundas, when he opened his India 
budget, was fo totally different from the tale 
related by Mr. Burke in Weſtminſter Hall, 
= "i 
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„ 
as often as the court ſat, that the forbearance 
of a man ſo naturally irritable as Mr. Burke, 
was wonderful. Great as were the talents of 
Mr. Burke, or ingenious as his learned exe- 
cutors may be, it is impoſſible to reconcile 
his conduct, in the opinion of a rational man, 
to juſtice, to honour, or to common ſenſe. 
The executors, from their employments on 
the trial, know very well that when Mr. 
Dundas, in the Houſe of Commons, was 
deſeribing Bengal as the moſt flouriſhing 
country in Indoſtan, Mr., Burke was de- 
_ claring to the Lords, and through the medium 
of a court of juſtice to all Europe, that Ben- 
gal was beggared and ruined beyond reco- 
very: while Mr. Dundas was aſſerting, that - 
the natives of Bengal were the happieſt and 
the beſt protected ſubjects in India, Mr. 
Burke was affirming, that every claſs of peo- 
ple in our provinces were groaning under the 
moſt cruel oppreſſions. "Theſe contradictory 
ſtatements ſometimes appeared in the ſame 
day's newſpapers; and the diſguſting non- 
ſenſe of Mr. Burke has often been imported 
to us from France in the form of ſpeeches 
of the Jacobian members of the Convention. 


Long 


EN 
Long ere the trial was cloſed, the charter 
of the Eaſt India Company expired; Mr. 
Dundas brought in a bill for its renewal; 
Mr. Burke abſented himſelf from the debates 
upon that bill. It provided for a dividend of 
ten and a half to the proprietors, and half 
a million ſterling a year to the nation. The 
data on which Mr. Dundas grounded his 
expectations for this increaſe of dividend, and 


for the half million to the nation, were mi- 


nutely detailed to the Houſe : and they were 
| theſe—that Bengal and its dependencies would 
yield a groſs income of five millions and a 
half ſterling ; from which Madras and Bom- 
bay were to be ſupplied with conſiderable 
ſums, all the expenſes of Bengal to be de- 
frayed, and an inveſtment of a million a year 
ſent to England. What was the line for an 
honeſi man to take, who moſt unfe:gnedly and 
ſtedfaſily believed that millions of innocent 
ſubjects had been oppreſſed ? An honeſt man 
_ ought to have addrefled the Speaker in better 
language than the author is maſter of, but 
to the following effece: 


6 The Houſe has appointed me to ſupport 
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. 20) 
its impeachment of Waren Haſtings. By 


your vote you have pronounced your opi- 
nion of his guilt, as the facts appeared to 
you. Has the Houſe forgot the nature of 
the charges againſt him ? While the trial 
is yet pending will you legaliſe his acts? 
Look to the papers upon your table, and 
conſider the arguments of the Miniſter for 


India. He has told you, that your re- 


ſources in Bengal have amounted, for 


many years paſt, to above five millions 


ſterling; which I admit. He expreſſes his 
firm conviction, that they will not fall 


ſhort of that ſum in future. His reaſoning 


would be concluſive, had this Houſe aban- 
doned their impeachment, or had the Lords 


pronounced the acquittal of Mr, Haſtings, 
But is that the caſe at preſent ? Is he not 


now upon his trial for having expelled 
66. 


Cheyt Sing, and for having, by robbery 
and injuſtice, taken two hundred thouſand 


pounds a year more from that province 


than the Company received from its law- 


ful ſavereign ? Did not Cheyt Sing loſe 
more than four hundred thouſand pounds 


at Bedjy Sur! Do you — the caſe 
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of the Begums ? Theſe princeſſes, as you 


* have declared, were plundered of ſeven 
hundred thouſand pounds. Look to the 
thirteen articles which you have voted re- 


lative to Oude: you have accuſed Mr. 


Haſtings of recovering two hundred and 


fifty thouſand pounds from the Nabob of 


Oude, by preſenting pretended debts to 
him, when, in fact, he did not owe the 


Company a ſingle rupee, Suppoſe we ſuc- 


ceed in our proſecution, and that the Lords 


pronounce Mr. Haſtings guilty, with what 
face can this Houſe go to the bar of the 


other, to demand judgment againſt a man, 
who has brought millions into the trea- 


ſury, by acts which we have ſo ſtrongly 


condemned? Wich what face, I ſay, can 


we do this if the preſent bill ſnould paſs? 
Do you mean to pocket the fruits of the 


iniquities of the man whom you have pro- 
[13 


ſecuted? I may perhaps be told, that you 


* mean no ſuch thing ; that if Mr. Haſtings 


©S.7 
ſhould be found guilty, Cheyt Sing muſt = 
be reſtored preciſely to the ſituation which 
he held previous to his expulſion ; that the 
money of the Begums muſt again be lodged 
rH 6. 
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in their zenana; that the whole ſyſtem 
Controul has approved, and directed to be 


invariably adhered to, muſt be done away. 


If that is the cafe, why paſs this bill? 


Why induce the monied man, the widow, 


and the orphan, to adventure their pro- 
perty on a foundation ſo inſecure ? Will 
it be any ſatisfaction to the millions whom 
Mr. Haſtings has oppreſſed, to hear that 


he has been ſeverely puniſhed, while this 
nation pockets the fruits of his oppreflion ? 
Let me implore the Houſe to confult its 
own honour; let it not, pendente lite, do 


an act which, in the eye of reaſon, con- 
demus us, as having voted articles without 


due conſideration. If, on the one hand, 
it would have ſent Mr. Haſtings to his 


trial with ſtrong impreſſions of his guilt 


vpon the minds of his judges, had we 


paſſed a bill for the reſtoration of Cheyt 
Sing, for reſtoring the money plundered 
from the Begums, and for directing the 
preſents corruptly received by Mr. Haſtings, 


this ſubject, you create the ſtrongeſt im- 
«© preſſions 
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preſſions againſt the juſtice of this Houſe, 
if you renew the charter of the Company, 


on the data of the India Miniſter, while 
this trial is pending. You have. often 
heard me on this ſubject in this Houſe; as 
far back as the year 1781, when a former 
Miniſter rene ved the charter which is now 
expiring, I implored you not to enrich the 


of Indian rapacity. Your knowledge then 


was very confined; you had ſcarcely trod, 
at that day, on the ſtage of Indian delin- 


quencies; you have ſince had the ſubject 


fully before you; you have voted twenty 
articles of impeachment againſt the man 


who for thirteen years governed Bengal 
with abſolute ſway. I admit, that in that 


period the annual reſources of the Bengal 


government were increaſed from three 
millions to five ; but has the Houſe ap- 
proved of the means by which theſe re- 
ſources were obtained? It has condemned 


thoſe means in the ſtrongeſt poſſible man- 


ner; and will you, at this critical period 
of the trial, give Mr. Haſtings ſo great an 


advantage over you? If the charter muſt 
be renewed, paſs a bill to continue it, on 
-..50 Is. 
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its preſent footing, until, by the cloſe of 
this trial, you know preciſely what you 
can take from the Company with honour 
to yourſelves, and what muſt be ſurren- 
dered for the preſervation of our national 
character.“ | 
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Had Mr. Burke uttered theſe ſentiments 


in his place, the executors might have proudly 
ſaid, that he unſeignediy and ſledfaſtly be- 
lieved his own aſſertions. Viewing his con- 
duct impartially, the writer muſt diſſent from 


their opinion; yet far be from him the pre- 


ſumption of affirming poſitively as to the 
belief or diſbelief of Mr. Burke: his heart 
could be known to God alone. Theſe learned 


Doctors attended the trial; one of them, we 


ſuppoſe, occaſionally, the other, from the ap- 


pointment which he held, almoſt conſtantly. 


They have acceſs to the notes of Mr. Gur- 
ney, and they muſt know the various points 
Mr. Burke took up. One of his arguments, 
a wretched! one, was repeated in the mock 
trial of the unfortunate King of France. If 


„Louis is innocent, the nation is guilty,” 
was the =: "coded 1 a Jacobin member of 


the Convention. The honour of the 


40 Houſe 


6 2 
Houſe of Commons is concerned in the 
* iſſue of this trial. If Mr. Haſtings is 
«© acquitted, the Houſe muſt be diſgraced. 
© Infamy muſt reſt ſomewhere; you cannot 
* acquit Mr. Haſtings without declaring the 
< legiflature a liar.” Theſe were the ex- 
preſſions of Mr. Burke. In a private letter 
written by Mr. Burke ſince the cloſe. of the 
trial, and already in print, he ſpeaks moſt 
contemptuouſly of thoſe Lords who acquitted 
Mr. Haſtings. Is this the language of the 


0% 


boaſted champion of the conſtitution? Frail | 


and weak man'! Why will his executors diſ- 
turb his remains! The Houſe of Lords, a 
diſtin& branch of the legiſlature, the higheſt 
court of judicature in the kingdom, muſt not 
be mentioned but with reſpect and veneration, 
while its deciſions accord with the feelings 
of Mr. Burke; but the moment they differ 
with him, the Almighty is implored to for- 
give them the gail which they have in- 
curred. „ 

5 "This writer agrees. with the | executors, 
that very bold falſchoods have been uttered 
| againſt Mr. Burke, who has been accuſed 


0 6 ) 
of originally inſtituting the trial from mo- 
tives of private nien It has been 
aſſerted, that Mr. Burke was offended by the 
neglect of his relation Mr. William Burke. 
The aſſertion is evidently unfounded. The 
diſmiſſion of the coalition adminiſtration was 
unqueſtionably a ſevere mortification to Mr. 
Burke. He took the earlieſt opportunity of 
pledging himſelf to impeach Mr. Haſtings, 
after that event; for he gave public notice of 
his intention on the day Mr. Haſtings ar- 
rived from Bengal : but he afterwards avow- 
ed that his mind was not made up, and that 
probably, if no queſtion had been publicly 
put to him, he might have given up his de- 
ſign. He aſſembled his party at the Duke of 
| _ Portland's, as the learned Doctors muſt 
very well know. Many of them deteſted 
the proceeding ; but when it was determined 
to ſupport him, we believe there were only 
four gentlemen of that party who did not go 
along with him: theſe were, Mr. Demp- 
ſter, the late Colonel Os Mr. Slo- 
per, ae" Mr. Nicholls. 


Much has his faid of the virulence with 
which Mr. Burke conducted the proſecution. 
RY TOM 5 
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This is an unjuſt accuſation, if taken ſingly. 
He acted upon this, as upon all other occa- 
ſions, con amore, as Mr. Francis calls it. 
The writer condemns, as ſtrongly as his exe- 
cCutors can do, the partial and garbled quota- 
tions which have occaſionally been made 
from his works, in order to affix a mean- 
ing upon his language which Mr. Burke ne- 
ver intended to convey by it. But take Mr. 
Burke's ſpeeches from the year 1770 to 
1782, while he was in oppoſition to Lord 
North, and then let us aſk any rational man, 
whether Mr. Haſtings had cauſe to complain 
of the virulence of Mr. Burke having been 
poured excluſively upon him. Take him 
again during his oppoſition to Lord Lanſ- 
_ downe's miniſtry : follow him through the 

| debates upon the regency, a period which his 

_ executors have carefully paſſed over: conſi- 
der his oppoſition to Mr. Pitt—refle& upon 
that paſſage in his celebrated reform ſpeech, 
printed by himſelf, in which he tells us that 
Kings were naturally lovers of low com- 
e pany ;” and that many of the nobility 
are as perfectly willing to act the part of 


% flatterers, tale-bearers, paraſites, pimps, 


s and buffoons, as any of the loweſt and 
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35 vileſt of mankind can poſſibly be.” Can 


the executors point out a paſſage in the book 


of any republican writer, in which majeſty 
and nobility are more groffly inſulted? Exa- 
mine the poſthumous works of Mr. Burke, 


publiſhed by his executors, and ſee how he 


ſpeaks of his old friends who differed from 
him on French politics. From theſe various 
documents, the true character of Mr. Burke 


will eaſily be diſcovered. The man who 


thinks with him is an angel; the man who 
preſumes to differ from him in opinion is ac- 
tuated by the moſt unworthy - motives.— 
That Mr. Burke poſſeſſed uncommon talents 
is beyond diſpute, but through life he was 
the ſlave of paſſion and prejudice. Contraſt 


his conduct with that of Mr. Sheridan on the 
impeachment of Mr. Haſtings. Mr. Burke 
brings an accuſation before a competent 
court—he is neither ſtinted in time, nor 


does he want all the money he requires for le- 


gal aſſiſtance, in ſupporting his accuſation. 


The trial continues eight years, and after 


much previous inveſtigation amongſt the 
judges, they pronounce an acquittal. Mr. 
Burke preſumes to talk of their pale; 
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— M. Sheridan, by a wonderful diſplay 
of eloquence, carries a great majority of a 
public afſembly with him, 18e dat de 20 
nour of determining the queſtion of im · 
peachment. In that moment of perſonal 
triumph, he tells the Houſe, (for they ſeem- 
ed a little to forget) that their votes on 
the diſtin& charges did not go to make 
Mr. Haſtings a criminal, and they were 
not acting as fudges but as proſecutors. 
The judgment-ſeat was placed elſewhere; 
“ and if Mr. Haſtings ſhould be acquitted,” 
On unworthy indeed ſhould he hold that man 
% who either within or beyond the walls of 
«+ parliament conſidered Mr. Haſtings otber- 
« wiſe than innocent.” In this conſtitu- 
tional ſentiment, with the exception of Mr. 
Burke, every man n has concurred. n 
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It would have been finds wiſe and decent 
in the executors, if they had permitted the 
memory of Mr. Burke to ſleep in peace. 
But when they tell us of his long, labori- 
ous, and ſplendid ſervices, and juſtify the 
reward which he has received on the ground 
of thoſe ſervices, we are naturally led to 
conſider what he did when alive, and what 
5 has 


6 
has further appeared ſince his deceaſe. The 
firſt adminiſtration of Lord Rockingham was 
too ſhort, and Mr. Burke's ſituation too con- 
fined, to enable him to have performed any 
material ſervices at that time. From July, 
1766, to April, 1782, he was in oppoſition 
to government. We admit that he oppoſed 
the American war in all its ſtages; but his 
oppoſition was ineffectual. A majority of 
the nation thought it miſchievous. Repeat- 
cd misfortunes, the alarming increaſe of our 
debt, and the preſſure of taxes, at length. 
made the nation heartily ſick of that war: 
they called for peace, and a change of mi- 
niſtry. Their voice was obeyed. Giving cre- | 
dit to Mr. Burke, therefore, for the beſt in- 
tentions, we deny that he performed any 


3 ſplendid · ſervices. The next period of his 


public life was from April to July, 1782. 
His Majeſty himſelf called for retrenchment, 
and Mr. Burke's reform bill, which he had 
propoſed when in oppoſition, was produced, 
much curtailed, and effecting a very unim- 
portant ſaving in the public expenditure. 
The Pay Office bill, which he had alſo 
propoſed when in oppoſition, then paſſed 
into a law. Theſe were the ſervices of 
Mr. 
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Mr. Burke; ſervices demanded by the peo- 
ple, and aſſented to by the King, in whoſe 
meſſage to parliament they originated. 
When the Marquis of Rockingham died, he 

was ſucceeded by Lord Lanſdowne. Mr. 
Burke paſſed to the oppoſition fide of the 
Houſe. Peace was. concluded; a peace 
which Mr. Burke had loudly called for, 


having long before recapitulated the national 


burdens impoſed by Lord North, and hav- 
ing declared that every, ſource of taxation 


was exhauſted. He joined Lord North "4 


turning out Lord Lanſdowne, for conclud- 
ing a peace, which the nation ſo much 
wanted, and he regained his old office on 
the appointment of the Portland miniſtry. 
In the period between July, 1782, when he 
reſigned, and April, 1783, when he was 


+ re-appointed pay-maſter general, will the 


executors ſay that he performed ſplendid ſer- 
vices? Did not the nation (whether juſtly 
or not) abhor that combination, which took 
the King's cloſet by ſtorm? From April to 
December, 1783, what were the merits of 
Mr. Burke? He reſtored Mr. Powell to his 
office, and he ſupported Mr. Fox's India 
bill, The King granted nine-tenths of the 


nation, 
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nation, when he diſmiſſed that miniſtry of 
which Mr. Burke was a member. Mr. Pitt, 
3 1784 to this day, bas been the miniſ- 
Until the year 1791, Mr. Burke vio- 
Jah oppoſed him. They concurred but in 
one point, the impeachment of Mr. Haſtings. 
Will the executors ſay, that Mr. Burke per- 
formed any ſplendid ſervices in his mode of 
conducting that trial? He would have 
marred. a good cauſe, was the common ob- 
ſervation of thoſe who attended the trial. 
It coſt the nation and the Eaſt India Com- 
pany at leaſt two hundred thouſand pounds; 
and has it anſwered: any one good purpoſe, 
Except that for which Mr. Burke would. ac- 
cept no credit? It convinced diſpaſſionate 
men that there had been very groſs miſrepre- 
ſentations made both of the paſt and preſent 
ſtate of India. But, fay the executors, Mr. 
Burke received the thanks of the Houſe of 
Commons for his management of this proſe- 
cution. | He did ſo. Bur let the fact ſpeak | 
for itſelf. The motion was made by Mr. 
Pitt, as a matter of courſe; it was ſeconded 
by Mr. Dundas: all oppoſition to the motion 
vas moſt earneſtly deprecated by the Mi- 
niſter. Seventy- five members divided, in- 
e cluding 


| TW 3 
cluding the tellers—fifty-rwo voted for the 
motion, and twenty-three againſt it. How 
far this vote, moved by the Miniſter, ſe- 
conded by a ſecretary of ſtate, ſupported by 
the joint forces of miniſtry and oppoſition, 
merited a record as highly honourable to 
Mr. Burke, our readers will determine. 


Was it for Mr. Burke's * bie. 
and ſplendid ſervices in the impeachment, 
then, that he received his penſions? Impoſ- 
ſible! Mr. Pitt, truſting to the opinion of 


the law officers of the crown, denied the 


right of the Eaſt India Company to reward 

Mr. Haſtings without the conſent of the 
Board of Controul; but he moſt honourably 
agreed to his receiving a very handſome re- 


ward for his ſervices, with their acquieſ- 
cence. 


Having gone through the whole of Mr. 
Burke's public life, one tranſaction excepted, 
we ſhall now proceed to ſtate the circum- 


{tance to which alone he was indebted for his 
3 penſions. 


— 
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It was not poſſible that ſo ſingular a ſubject 


as the French revolution ſhould have been 


beheld with indifference by Engliſhmen. 
The firſt alluſion to it in parliament, which 
proceeded from the preſent Earl of Mount 


Edgecumbe, was looked upon to be indiſ- 
creet in the higheſt degree. The ſubſequent 


debates produced a, diſagreement between 


Mr. Burke, Mr. Fox, and Mr. Sheridan : 
then followed the celebrated pamphlet of the 
former. To that were we indebted for Mr. 

Paine's Rights of Man, and every other 


republican offi: which has proceeded from | 


the preſs. Was it extraordinary that Eng- 
liſhmen ſhould in general have applauded 
in the firſt inſtance, a revolution which de- 


ſtroyed a government invariably hoſtile to 
Great Britain and to the peace and tran- 


OY of all Europe + ; 


= 5 To 
The vinuous/ and quiet - Louis the Six- 
teenth was compelled, againſt bis own wiſhes, 
as it now appears, to ſeize the firſt oppor- 


tunity that occufred in his reign, of wan- 


tonly attacking us. His nobility and his 
people N moſt heartily into the war. 


"IO 
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Why was this atrocious act of treachery to 
be forgot or forgiven? We might lament 
the meaſures of individuals, but it was no 


| concern of ours to what exceſſes the peo- 
ple went in France. What had we to do 
with the inſults offered to his moſt Chriſ- 


tian Majeſty? Was it our concern to defend 
a Queen, who perſuaded her weak conſort 


to involve this country in ruin, as far as it 
was in the power of France to ruin us ?— 
Violence was ſucceeded by greater violence, 
until a confederacy was formed againſt 


France, for the avowed purpoſe of reſtoring. 
her ancient form of government. What- 


ever might have been the private opinion of 


many oe the members of adminiſtration, 


they wiſely preſerved the ſtricteſt neutrality. 
Poſſibly it would have been wiſer, had they 


gone a ſtep further, and followed Mr. Fox's 


opinion, not the wild ſuggeſtions of Mr. 
Burke, which, however, they equally diſ- 
regarded, Had this country armed in the 


ſpring of 1792, and proteſted againſt any 


interference in the internal government of 


France, the preſent war, with all its hor- 


rors and enormous expenſes, might altoge- 
ther have been avoided. This 2a was not 
E 2 pur- 
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ounfoady and the rulers of France, fluſhed 
with their ſucceſs, provoked by the high 
tone of this country, and affronted by the 
abrupt diſmiſſion of their miniſter, . declared 
war againſt us. We give Mr. Burke full 
_ credit for his conſiſtency, as to France: he 


blamed miniſters as loudly as he cenſured _ 


oppoſition. But in all his ideas, and in all 
his expectations, he has been moſt grievouſly 

_ diſappointed, Looking to the confederacy 
formed againſt France, he deemed ſucceſs 
certain; yet he might have known, from the 
hiſtory of every age, that confederacies 
againſt a ſingle ſtate are formed of the moſt 
brittle materials. How ended the confede- 
racy againſt the inconſiderable republic of 
Venice ? The grand alliance againſt France 

in the reign of King William, produced no 
one of the objects for which it was formed, 
except the acknowledgment of William's 
title to the crown of England. The ſecond 
confederacy crumbled to pieces; and Great 
Britain was the firſt power that diſſolved it, 
by the peace of Utrecht. All the great 
powers of India were united with France 
during the laſt war, for the deſtruction of 
our empire. We drew off the Nizam, the 
| fe 
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different. branches of the Maratta ime; and 
at the general peace in Europe we loſt not an 
inch of territory, but had conqueſts to re- 
ſtore, by which Lord Lanſdowne was ena- 
bled to get back our Weſt India iflands. 
France has foiled the confederacy ; ſhe has 
made peace ſeparately with each power, 
England and Portugal excepted. Let thoſe 
who heard the ſpeeches of Mr. Fox and 
Lord Lanſdowne, on the declaration of hoſe 
tilities, let thoſe who then read them, or 
who now may be diſpoſed to read them, re- 
fle& upon the prophetic ſpirit with which 
they were ſpoken. Every prediction has 
been literally fulfilled, They foretold the 
diſſſolution of the confederacy, the ruin of 


| the Stadtholder, the loſs of Holland as our 


ally, and that we muſt in the end be under 
the neceſſity of treating with the men whom 


we at firſt held in the utmoſt contempt. 


Compare our ſituation in 1792, and at the 
preſent time! Our debt, at the former pe- 

riod, was 250 millions, and decreaſing. 
Our debt is now doubled, and our three 
fer cents are fallen from 97 to 48. But Mr. 
Burke indirectly tells us, that theſe misfor- 
tunes would not have happened had the war 

| been 
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been conducted on a different principle. 
Was it to be expected that the war would 
have been conducted upon a different 
principle? To what did Pruſſia look ? 
After its monarch had dethroned the King 
of Poland, in conjunction with the Em- 
preſs of Ruſſia and the Emperor of Ger- 
many, was it to be believed that he would 
continue the war a moment longer than he 
conceived it to be his intereſt to make 
peace with any government in France? 
After getting all the money he could from 
England, he made a ſeparate peace :— 
Spain followed his example in the next 
year. The King of Sardinia could not be 
bribed, by our ſubſidies, to continue hoſ- 
tilities. The petty princes of Germany next 
ſubmitted, and at length the Emperor of 
Germany himſelf has followed their exam- 
ple. We are at laſt left alone in the con- 
teſt, with Spain and Holland, our allies at 
the commencement of the war, now our 
enemies, and dependent upon France. In 
this dangerous fituation, with a debt and 
taxes almoſt inſupportable, Mr. Pitt has 
made two attempts to conclude a peace with 
the French republic. Is it to be ſuppoſed 
. b -."* Wat 
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that he does not ſeriouſly repent not having 


followed Mr. Fox's advice at the outſet, 
and that he did not try at leaſt to avert the 


calamities of war from Great Britain? In- 
demnity for the paſt, and ſecurity for the 


future, are no longer thought of. We have 


offered, and we have offered wiſely, to ſur- 


render all our conqueſts as the price of 


peace, which the inſolence of the French 
has refuſed to us. What does Mr. Burke 


ſay, in his Three Letters to a Member of 
Parliament, two of which were publiſhed 
while he was alive, and the third ſince + 
his deceaſe? He would wage an eter- | 
nal war with France, or what is tanta- 
mount to an eternal war; for of a govern- 


ment, on his ſyſtem, there does not ſeem to 
be the ſmalleſt chance. And what claim 
have the nobility of France or the nomi- 
nal Louis the XVIIIth upon us? Lord 
Fitzwilliam in one houſe, and Doctor 
Laurence in the other, ſtill act upon Mr. 
Burke's ideas. The King and his Miniſters 


tell us, that this war was occaſioned by the 
unprovoked aggreſſion of France, and that 


we cautiouſly avoided interfering, prior to 


the declaration of hoſtilities, in their domeſ- 


tic 
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tic Ache Mr. Burke quotes Vatel, to 
-prove that we had a right to interfere in 


them; and he ſeverely blames the inaction 
| of Miniſters in 1792. Mr. Pitt tells us, 
that the war is now continued for no other 


reaſon but that F rance, who has conqueted 
nothing from us, will not conſent to peace, 
though he was willing to purchaſe it by the 


ſurrender of all our conqueſts from France. 
Mr. Burke aſſures us, that, oppreſſive as 
war is, peace muſt be our total ruin. He 


has ſaid much of the flouriſhing ſtate of the 
country, and of our ability to continue the 


war. He has pointed out various objects of 


taxation, many of which, it is probable, 


Mr, Putt 1s now about to adopt. 


Had the a continued united, 


had the monarchy of France been reſtoted— 
had our expenſes been kept within moderate 
= bounds, and had a proſpect been held out to 


us of advantages in commerce and foreign 
dominion, equal to our increaſed debt, 


there might have been ſome GROUNDs to 


juſtify Mr. Burke's | executors in intrud- 


ing the papers which he left iu his cloſer 
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upon the tic What fuel Aion is it to 
us that he calls the King of Pruſſia a Jaco- 


bin, and tells us, that he has not underſtood = 


his true intereſt, or that he treats that mo- 
narch, in his Letter to Mr. Pelham, with 
e ſevere pleaſantry and dignified ridicule?” 
How angry was Mr. Burke, when Mr. Fox 
ſtated in the Houſe, prior to the war, that 
- we ought to place no dependance on the King 
of Pruſſia; that the moment he thought it 
his intereſt to do ſo, he would deſert the al- 
liance. Can Doctor Laurence and Doctor 
King point out a ſingle inſtance, relative to 
the French revolution, in which Mr. Burke 
has not been miſtaken, except in predieting 
the horrors which it would produce in 
France? Have theſe horrors been dimi- 
niſbed by the confederacy formed againſt 
her? On the contrary, we have totally un- 
done the emigrants; we have depopulated 
France, and we have . ourſelves to 
the uu of ruin. | 


Whether the meaſures ; propoſed by 1 Mr. ; 
Fox in the Houſe of Commons, and by the 
Marquis of Lanſdowne in the Houſe of 
Lords, previous to the war, would have 
F : pre- 
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prevented it, the. writer cannot preſume. to 


ſay; but is there an Engliſhman ow who. 


does not lament that their advice was diſre- 


garded? After ſeeing the balance of Eu- 
rope totally deſtroyed, France in peaceable 


poſſeſſion of the Low Countries, Holland 
dependant upon her, Spain crouching-at her 
feet, the Emperor yielding his alan domi- 


nions, and compenſated by the robbery of 
the Venetians, Great Britain with her debt 
doubled, her taxes doubled alſo, twice ſuing - 


for peace, acquieſcing in the ceſſion of the 


conqueſts made by France in Europe, and 
offering, as the price of peace, all that we 
have conquered from -her in every quar- 
ter of the globe, can any man preſume to 
talk of the great and ſplendid ſervices of 
Mr. Burke? In what do they conſiſt? Was 
he the author of the war? Mr. Pitt denies 


it: he imputes it to the unprovoked ag ggreſſion 


1 of France. Admitting that he was; ſhall it 


be ſtated as a merit? Will it appear ſo in 
the eyes of the people of England? But, 


ſavy his executors, he early foreſaw the points 
to which the French revolution would be 


carried, and he gave a ſolemn warning to 


this country and to Europe. Has this 


I | 7 5 | i coun- 
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country, or has Europe, received any advan- 


tage” from his diſcovery ? Giving him credit 
for the beſt intentions, what 1 is the reſult 2 


We have already ſtated it. 


Another public es of Mr. Burke re-- 
mains to be conſidered ; . his detection of 
e the Plot for the overthrow of our conſti- 


0 tution; ; of which no man of common 


14 honeſty, or common apprehenſion, who 


* 'reads the evidence adduced in ſupport of it, 
can doubt, though he may diſpute the 


« preciſe extent 24 legal criminality which 
* may have attached to the actual conduct 


„of thoſe perſons then Jr's on their trials 
9 high treaſon.” 


* 


Of this 5 the parties accuſed were ac- 
quitred ; at all events, it was not a ſecret 
plot. The moſt inſane of the reformers, 


however, went not beyond the Duke of 


Richmond; and Mr. Pitt himſelf was amongſt 
the earlieſt patrons of the reform which theſe 
_ perſons meditated. After all the pains they 


took, 1t 1s clear, that a majority of the people 


are againſt a parliamentary reform; and the 


ny of ſome of the advocates for parhamen- 
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rary . if it did not even amount to a 
crime, was in the uſe of deteſtable French 
names. The terms * citizen and fraternity” 


are juſtly odious in the ears of every honeſt 
Engliſhman, from the _ of thoſe terms 
in France. 5 


We believe v we have now gone e all 
Mr. Burke's ſplendid Grits, and we think 
that for none of thoſe ſervices, nor for all of 
them united, did Mr. Burke receive his pen- 
ſions : but there does remain a ſervice to re- 
late, for which he was rewarded. He firſt 
ſounded that alarm which broke the oppoſi- 
tion to government. Whether he intended 


ir or not, no man will deny chat he did in 


fact throw the torch of diſcord amongſt the 
adherents of Mr. Fox. Lord Loughborough 
firſt ſaw the new light ; then followed the 


Duke of Portland, Lord Mansfield, Lord 


Spencer, and Mr. Windham. From dividing 


one hundred and thirty in the Commons, 
and a very reſpectable minority in the Lords, 
the diviſion in the former Houſe on the queſ- 
tion of war or peace (for ſuch in fact was the 


queſtion on the addreſs in November, 1792), 


Mr. Fox's numbers were reduced to fifty, 


and 
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and in the Lords not more than fourteen. 
Nor did it ſtop here: the clamour againſt 
Mr. Fox was almoſt univerſal, and every 
man who dreaded the proſpect e him, 
was a Jacobin. Honours and places were li- 


berally beſtowed ; the Duke of Portland be- 


came a ſecretary of ſtate, and then got the 
garter which had been promiſed to Lord 
Howe for his brilliant victory; Lord Spencer 

became privy ſeal, and afterwards firſt lord 
of the Admiralty; Lord Mansfield, preſi- 
dent of the council; Mr. Windham, ſe- 
cretary at war, and a cabinet miniſter ; Sir 
Gilbert Elliot, firſt a viceroy, and next a 
Britiſh peer ; Baron Porcheſter was created 
an earl; the Earl of Hertford a marquis; 
Baron Loughborough, lord high chancellor; 
the Earl of Upper Offory, Lord Clive, Mr. 
Welbore Ellis, Sir Henry Bridgman, Sir 
Thomas Dundas, Mr. Anderſon Pelham, 
Lord Middleton, Sir Peter Burrell, Sir Francis 
| Baſſett, Mr. Powys, and others, were en- 
nobled. Was it for the public ſervices dil- 
played by theſe gentlemen in ſyſtematically 
- oppoſing Mr. Pitt's adminiſtration for nine 
years, that they became Britiſh peers ? Were 
four of the preſent cabinet miniſters placed 


in 
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in that bigh ſituation, becauſe they had dit. 
tinguiſhed themſelves againſt government in 
this debates 'on the Ngeney, and upon all 
other public queſtions? No: they quitted 
Mr. Fox, and therefore they received ho- 
nours and promotions. Far be it from the 
writer to impute their deſertion of that gen- 
tleman to ſelfiſh motives; but their merits 
had been undiſcovered 10 this hour, had they 
voted with Mr. Fox. Amidſt ſuch a laviſh 
diſtribution of honours and emoluments ought 
Mr. Burke to have been negle&ed ? He had 
ſpent his private fortune and all his legacies ; 
he was in debt, and had been nine and twenty 
years on the public ſtage. The power of 
the crown to reward him is not diſputed'; 
but it is a mockery to ſay, he received his 
reward for great and ſplendid public ſervices. 
He wrote a popular pamphlet ; he led the 
Houſe of Commons while Mr. Pitt was at 
| his election in 1792 ; he divided the oppoſi- 
tion. In doing all this Mr. Burke may have 
ated deen and moſt conſcientiouſly, but 
he acted moſt unfortunately for his country, 
as the event has too plainly ſhewn. Whether 
the oppoſition could have prevented the war, 
is a mere ſpeculative point; at all events, if 
their 


N 


their pacific endeavours had failed, our ſitua- 


tion could not have been worſe than it is at 
che preſent moment. eee 


The writer walls 3 in * he has aid 
of the late Louis the - Sixteenth, and the 


French nobility, he thall not be miſunder- 
ſtood. He deplores their unhappy fate as ſin- 
cerely as ever Mr. Burke did: but he con- 


tends that the Engliſh nation had no right to 


take up their quarrel, either in policy or 


from gratitude. Can any man read the Me- 


moirs of the Marquis de Bouillie, without 


the fulleſt conviction, that reſtleſs, ambitious, | 
and faithleſs as the preſent republic of 


France may be, the old government was 
_ equally bad? In January, 1783, the preli- 
minaries of the peace of Paris were ſigned. 
In the year 1784, De Bouillie was ordered 


to Paris, and offered the command of an 


army compoſed of French and Dutch troops, 
formed for the expreſs purpoſe of driving the 
| Engliſh from India. Such a plan, and 
Lewes within a year after the ratification of 
| the peace of Paris, proves that it was mad- 
neſs in Mr. Burke to attempt to intereſt this 
nation in a conteſt, on account of any order 
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of men in France, Their nobles and their | 
prieſts were murdered, or expelled. Let us 
lament their individual calamities. It ell 


became every Engliſhman, as far as his 


fortune permitted him, to relieve diſtreſs; 


but the government, having the charge of the 


national intereſts, ſhould have beheld their 
ſufferings with indifference. How much 
wiſer were the ſovereigns of Europe ia the 
laſt century!!! Charles the Firſt was be- 
headed, and he was pitied : but France and 


Spain eagerly contended for an alliance with 
Cromwell. In vain did Clarendon, and the 
other miniſters of Charles the Second, at fo- 


reign courts, repreſent, that the cauſe of 
their maſter was the cauſe of kings. The 
baniſhed monarch received a miſerable pen- 
ſion, at one time from France, at another 
time from Spain; but at length he was in- 
debted to his own ſubjects, and to them 


only, for his reſtoration. What did Mr. 
Burke do? He preached a cruſade againſt a 


nation; but had that nation been left to it- 


ſelf, the probability is, that their govern- 
ment, even had it not been ſettled, never 
.could have thrown all Europe into confu- 
ſion. There are paſſages in Mr. Burke's 
Three 


7 49 


Three Letters on a 4 Peace, which 2 


induce us to think that the Portland party 


in the preſent adminiſtration, . came into of-. 
fice on Mr. Burke's principles, and Lord 
Fitzwilliam has unequivocally declared they 


did ſo. Lord Grenville does not admit it; 


and the language of Mr. Pitt has invariably ; 
been, that although he wiſhed for the reſto- 


ration of monarchy in France, he was ready 
to treat with a regular government, be the 
form what it er At the ſame time, he 


was warm in commendatien of Mr. Burke, 
who declared his ſentiments in language too 


direct and plain, not to be intelligible. No 
alteration of circumſtances, no deſertion of 
allies, no change of allies into enemies, dimi- 


niſhed the zeal of Mr. Burke. He muſt be 


a bad ſubject, indeed, who would attempt to 


undervalue the exertions and bravery either 


of the army or the navy, or who entertains 
an opinion that France, with equal numbers, 
can be a match for us. In every engage- 
ment by ſea, in every action by land, dur- 


ing the preſent war, the French have been 


defeated by the Engliſh, where the numbers 
have been at all equal, and, in many in- 
ſtances, as in the brilliant affair of Lincelles, 
FS the 
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* very W forces of the enemy. 


| 2 | 15 i 
. KF: 4 $8; TY! bs 4 1 Oo 81 


But were. we to admit to Mr. xr” that 


9 


than was a. perigd in the preſent. War when 


A Britiſh force landed in France, and acting 


in La Vendce, might have effected a coun- 
ter: revolution, even though the Duke of 
Vork had. taken. .poſſeflion of Valenciennes 
for the Emperor of Germany, he muſt be as 
wild as Don Quixote. who. could believe that 
an invaſion, of France by, Great Britain could 5 
at this period be attended with ſucceſs. Vet 
in the Jaſt bampbles! publiſhed by 8 Doctor 
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made but one feeble}. attempt 0. ſuccour 


4 thoſe, brave, faithful, ul, and numerous al- 


% lies, whom, for, the firſt tie ſince the 
4, days. of our Edwards and Henrys, we 
6 no have in the boſom of France it· 
« fell“. 77 
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Ne. PLING; in —apiker! paſſine bo laments 
that Mr. Putt, on the tejection of Lord 
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Malmet- 


8 5 
Malmeſbury- i fiſt avis, did not rival 
the French Directory in bombaſt. - On 


that day, it was "thought he would have 
4 aſſumed the port of Mars; - that he would 


« pid to be brought forth from their hideous 
« Tefl {where his ſcrupulous tender : 


* 


« had too long immured them) thoſe im 

tient dogs of war, whoſe fierce regtirds 
ES. affright | Well the miniſter of vengeance 
that . them; that he would let theti 
. looſe in famine, fever, plagues, and 


= death, upon a guilty race, to whole 


4 frame, and to all whoſe habits, order; 


ei peace, religion, and virtue, are alien and 
the eee F ines ee 


In the ſame page, he ſays, In ſo * a 
« cauſe, it was prẽſumed that he would-(a8 


cc 


« have opened all the temples, and with 
ag prayer, with faſting, and ſupplication, 


<6 (better directed than to the grim Moloch 
10 of regieide in France) have called upon 


us to ak: that united cry, which has {6 
often formed heaven, and with a pious 
* violence forced down bleſſings upon a re- 


5 Pentant people. It was hoped that when 


ä he 


in the begintiing, f the war he did) 5 
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ce he had invoked upon his endeavours, the 
— favourable regard of the Protector of the 


% human race, it would be ſeen that his 
* menaces to the enemy, and his prayers 


to the Almighty, were not followed, but 
accompanied, with correſpondent action. 
It was hoped that his ſhrilling trumpet 


6 ſhould be heard, not to announce a ſhew, 


* but to ſound a charge.“ 


As the Letter containing theſe extraordi- 


nary paſſages was not publiſhed when Mr. 


Burke was living, it would have been ten- 
derneſs to his memory, if his executors had 


conſigned it to the flames. Surely Mr. Pitt 


has purſued the wiſer plan, We have con- 


quered, but Europe is ruined. Neither 


loans nor ſubſidies could induce the Em- 
peror or the King of Pruſſia to continue a 
hopeleſs conteſt, The former has ceded the 


point in diſpute laſt year; it was, therefore, 
due to the ſuffering people of England, to 
_ expreſs concern that his Majeſty's endeavours 


to procure peace had failed, but that he was 
ready to make another attempt when France 
ſhould be diſpoſed for peace. Would a 
ſounding declaration from St. James' s have 


ſtopped 
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Nopped the ratification of the peace of 
| Udina? Would it bring a hundred and 
fifty thouſand Pruſſians into the field? The 
war, not from any fault of Mr. Pitt's, if 
unhappily it ſhould be prolonged, muſt be 
purely defenſive on our part. It is ſtrange, 


that Mr, Burke, who in his better days had 


the ſagacity to detect the ridiculous nonſenſe 
which was uttered by miniſters in the Ame- 
rican war, ſhould, at the cloſe of a long 
life, have acted the ſame ſilly part which 


thoſe miniſters did. How often was it 


urged by Lord North and Lord George Ger- 


maine, that they never entertained the idea 
of conquering America by force, but that 


they were convinced a large majority of the 
Americans were friendly to England, and 
were only kept in awe by terror? As often 
as theſe aſſertions were made, their abſurdity 
was expoſed by Mr. Burke. When, at 
length, driven to diſtreſs, they became re- 
ligious, and imputed their ill ſucceſs to the 


inſcrutable decrees of Providence, Mr. Burke 


replied, that miniſtry appeared to have a bad 


opinion of the juſtice of Divine Majeſty, to 


5 Tuppoſe that all our misfortunes could ariſe 
from 
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0 4 
from Providence 3 the gehigns 
of his N 8 miniſters. : 


Is it not cy that a man who x 


. reaſoned ſo well in 1782 ſhould argue fo 
wildly in 1797? The cafes are preciſely 
ſimilar. Whether from the influence of 
terror or principle, the fact i is, chat the Con- 
greſs of America carried the people with 
them i in 1782. Whether from the influence 
of terror, or from reſentment at the combi- 
Nation formed againſt them, each ſucceſſive | 
government in France has commanded the 
lives and fortunes of the people in the 
i preſent war, Vet we wanted not refugees 
to miſlead us in the late war, nor emigrants 
10 deceive us during the preſent chant, 
After all our experience, therefore, Mr. Pitt 
18 ſurely wiſe to treat this war as a truly 
"Britiſh quarrel ; to give up every idea of 
diſturbing any government that either from 
terror, or by will, is obeyed by the French 
people. Had he been equally wiſe, when 
the King of Pruſſia withdrew from the con- ; 
federacy, 3 much better peace might have 
been made both for this Lounny, and for Eu- 
25 rope 
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rope than we now can venture to hope for. 


In truth, there has been a ſtrange "ſeries *6f 


blunders, and the groſſeſt folly, on each 


#A%S::464 : 5 


fide the water. Nothing could be more e. | 


grading t to themſelyes, or inſulting to this 


country, than the reception. given by the 
Convention to a number of vagabond Eng- 
liſhmen, in November, 1792, except the 
decree that followed. We equalled them in 
abſurdity, at leaſt Mr. Burke did, when be 


+ &@ +7 & 


railed at the Convention, and hurled a dag- 


ger on the floor of the Ho! uſe of Cominons. : 
War having been declared, we had an un- 


doubted right to join any party in France 


that was in oppoſition to the Convention. 


Experience bas ſhewn that we were deceived. 


ei 


Our invaſi on added ſtrength to the calling 
" government. | The Diego. Aas I n0- 


"formed now, as we were then, are playing 


the ſame ridiculous game: they make a 
diſtinction between the government and the 
people, which has had the ſame effect here, 


that our doctrines have had in France. It 
has united all men in ſupport of the conſti- 


tution. Even the diſaffected, ſmall as their 


numbers are, having Britith blood in their 


TI Veins, 
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veins, will not uſe French bayonets as the 


means of h the conſtitution. 


19 


The writer cannot take upon himſelf to 


pr ally that Mr. Burke was the author of the 


preſent war; but if it be true, that Mr. Pitt 


would not have ventured upon the war with- 


out the ſupport of the Duke of Portland, 


and thoſe gentlemen who ſeceded from Mr. 
Fox in the winter of 1792; and if it be 
true alſo, that Mr. Burke, by alarming their 
fears, cauſed that ſeceſſion; then he has no 
difficulty in affirming, that Mr. Burke has 


been the greateſt enemy this country ever 


had. Mr. Pitt imputes the war, at this mo- 
ment, as he ever did, to the unprovoked 


aggreſſion of France. One thing is certain 
and a man muſt be blind to conviction who 
doubts the fat—that Mr. Burke received his 
penſions, becauſe his writings and ſpeeches 
on the French revolution divided the oppo- 


ſttion, and not for his long, laborious, and 


5 ſplendid ſervices. Fe 


We are led to believe, from a paſſage i in 


the preface of the two Doctors, that a more 


detailed 


"Wi : 
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detailed hiſtory of Mr. Burke's life, taken 


from his own papers, will hereafter be pub- 
liſhed. When that publication appears, we 
may have ſtronger authority than the bare aſ- 
ſertions of the executors for the truth of the 
facts which they ſtate. The name of the 
brother who left twenty thouſand pounds to 
Mr. Burke will then be mentioned of courſe 3 
the period when he died alſo. If Mr. Burke 


| were a needy and obſcure adventurer, it would 
be no diſgrace to him; on the contrary, his 


fidelity to the Rockingham party, when he 
might have attained honours and fortune, 


would be doubly creditable to him. But 
- when it is conſidered, that the error as to the 
birth of Mr. Burke, and his want of for- 

tune, was univerſal, the executors -would 
have done more juſtice to his memory, had 


18 they produced authentic documents to refute 
the general miſtake. When Mr. Burke de- 


ſcribed Mr. Haſtings as a man of a low, vul-. ” 
gar, and obſcure origin, and of occupations 
baſe, mean, and ſordich a friend of the latter 
gentleman did not expect credit from the 
public, by a mere aſſertion, that Mr. Burke 
had been totally miſinformed; he gave the 


deſcent of Mr. Haſtings as contained | in Doc- 
H tor 
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(9 1: 
tor Naſh's Hiſtory of Worceſterſhire, and as 
confirmed by authentic records in the Tower, 
and at the Heralds' Office. If the calumny 
were worth refuting at all, it was right to 
refute it in the moſt ſatisfactory manner. 


There is another paſſage in the preface 
which the writer cannot forbear to notice: 
the executors ſay, Mr. Burke, from the 
„ circumſtances of the period when he came 
into the Pay-Office, had he kept it on its 

« old footing, might have been rich in the 
« public money. ö He might with certainty 
&« and ſafety have realized (and it was actu- 
* ally ſuggeſted to him how he might fairly 
realize) more than the value, many times 
„told, of all the grants which he ultimately 
received from the royal bounty.” _ 


Enormous as were the abuſes of the Pay- 
Office, we rather think that the executors 
have gone too far. The Rockingham admi- 
niſtration was formed an the 27th of March, 
1782, and Mr. Burke was appointed Pay- 
 maſter-general to the army; he reſigned his 
poſt on the 5th of July, 1782, having only 
held it three months and eight days. Mr. 
2 ? 


A. Foe 


(39) 


Rigby retired with his balances, which were 
not ſettled for many years. How was it poſ- 
fible, therefore, that balances ſhould have ac- 
_ crued in the ſhort ſpace of three months and 
eight days, which, from the intereſt upon 
them, could have produced ſo immenſe a 
ſum, as to exceed by many times told, the 
e grants which Mr. Burke ultimately re- 
« ceived from the royal bounty?” If general 
report is to be credited, Mr. Burke ſold. two 
of his penſions upon lives, for twenty-ſeven 
. thouſand pounds, ready money. Suppoſing 
many times to mean the number beyond 
two, the amount is eighty-one thouſand 
pounds. Mr. Burke had alſo a third penſion 
for his own life and Mrs. Burke's, of twelve 
hundred pounds a year, which, at ſeven 
years purchaſe, is eight thouſand four hun- 
dred pounds ; it . therefore, that hold- 
ing the Pay-Office little more than three 
months, on the old ſyſtem, would have 
produced a ſurg above ninety- one thouſand 


pounds: an aſſertion which exceeds belief. 
We well remember, however, the impreſſion 
which the Report of the Commiſſioners of 


Public Accounts, on the abuſes of the Pay- 
Office, made upon the Houſe of Commons, 
H 2 and 


( 60 ) 


| and that the members were all clamorous for 


a reform. Had Lord North remained in 


place he muſt have .refor med abuſes, and 
Lord Rockingham was too far pledged to de- 
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lay the reformation. Mr. Fox ſtated in the 


Houſe of Commons, after he had reſigned 
his office (on the ꝗth of July, 1782), that 
one of the principles on which the Rocking- 


ham adminiſtration was formed was this; 
&« that they ſhould eſtabliſh a ſyſtem of co 


e nomy in every department of government; 


and that they ſhould adopt the ſpirit, and 


carry into execution the proviſions, of the 


& pill of reform introduced into that Houſe: 


15 6 by Mr. Burke,” 


Y Fila the preceding ſtatement it muſt be 
obvious, that without a total dereliction of 


principle, Mr. Burke could not have poſt- 
poned the regulation of the Pay-Office; and 


had he Wi, diſpoſed to poſtpone it, the na- 


tion would not have ſubmitted to any delay. 


The two learned Doctors muſt know, that 
Mr. Burke was loudly called upon for his 
pill; that in reply he acknowledged, on. the 


18th of June, 1782, it was impoſſible to 


bring i in every thing at once; ; that he would 
©: a. 


as 
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( «) 
act, at all events, before the bill had paſſed, 
juſt as if it had paſſed ; that time was neceſ- 
ſary to gain information; that he found 


theory and practice were very different, and 


time would be wanting to mature plans fot 
Parliament. To this extraordinary ſpeech, 


from a man who had preſented complete plans | 


to Parliament in 1780, Mr. Huſſey very 
properly replied, that four months before 
Mr. Burke would not liave ſaid, that theory 


on the ſubject of reformation could not be 
reduced to practice. After this Hint the bill | 
was brought in; Mr. Burke preſented it on 
the 26th of June, and it was paſſed in that 


ſeſſion. 


yy it not clear, therefore, that Mr. Burke 
had not the power to poſtpone his bill? He 
was not the only man in the Houſe of Com- 


mons capable of correcting a moſt ſcandalous 
| abuſe. It happened by chance that it was 
corrected while he held the office, and he 


loſt it a few 7 after. 


If, in the 3 obſervations, the 
name of Mr. Burke has been mentioned with 


a freedom which may be cenſured, as he is 
I no 


662) 

no longer to be numbered with the living, 
let the blame reſt where it ought upon his 
executors. Every thing that comes from 
them, proceeds from an authority, the truth 
of which every man has a right to queſtion, 
No generous mind will Ur, that Mr. 
Dae had the ſatisfaction, prior to his de- 
ceaſe, of diſcharging all his debts, and of 
leaviug a wife bn he loved, in poſſeſſion of 
a cated competency. But when they tell 
us, that he received theſe favours in reward 
of his long, laborious, and ſplendid ſervices, 
ſurely it is very natural to analyſe thoſe ſer- 
_ vices. Can his Majeſty, or his miniſters, be 
ſuppoſed to have conferred rewards upon 
Mr. Burke for his oppoſition to the American 
war? Divided as the preſent members of the 
cabinet were upon that ſubſe, it muſt be 
admitted, that the reward has been beſtowed 
for good intentions, not for ſervices, ſince 
in truth Mr. Burke oppoſed the war in vain. 
Was it for ſo many years oppoſition to Mr. 
Pitt that he was rewarded ? Admitting his 
oppoſition to be a merit, ſtill it was ineffec- 
tual, and we can only praiſe Mr. Burke for 
good intentions. Was it Mr. Burke's de- 
cided e and reprobation of the plan 
formed 


1 


formed by Mr, Pitt, and agreed to by the le- 


giflature, for ſettling the government of the 
country, during his Majeſty's indiſpoſition ? 
That oppoſition was in the higheſt degree 
diſguſting both to parliament and the nation. 


Was it for his labours in the impeachment 


that Mr. Burke was rewarded ? The common 


| ſenſe of mankind has long ago determined, 
that never man condutited a national proſe- 


cution ſo ill. If the abilities of his fellow- 


managers could have produced any effect, 
Mr. Burke took pains to deſtroy that effect. 


Each ſeparate charge was amply opened, 
amply ſummed up, and fully exemplified, 


after Mr. Haſtings had finiſhed his defence, 


by the ſpeeches of the managers in reply. 
Inſtead of allowing the judges to depart with 
the impreflion, be it more or Teſs, which 


_ thole ſpeeches in reply had made upon them, 


Mr. Burke went over the whole ſubject mat- 


ter again, and in a ſpeech of nine days con- 
tinuance he wearied and diſguſted both the 
court and the audience; even the door- 
| keepers and the guards exclaimed againſt him, 


But admitting that he did all that man could 


do, was it by an addreſs from the Commons 


for ſupporting their Froſeuntion that he was 


rewa d 


( 64 ) 


rewarded? No; he received the reward from 


a King, who, by our conſtitution, muſt act 


by the advice and with the conſent of his 


Miniſters ; : thoſe Miniſters gave Mr. Haſtings 
one hundred and W thouſand pounds 
in reward for his ſervices. Did they then 
give Mr. Burke three penſions for an attempt 
to prove that he never performed any ſer- 
vices? Impoſſible! Place the ſubject, there- 


fore, in any point of view, examine the 
whole of Mr. Burke's political life, and the 
concluſion muſt be, that a majority of his 
Majeſty's Miniſters never could, nor did be- 
lieve, that he had performed long, laborious, 
and ſplendid ſervices. He was twelve years 


in oppoſition to the party with which the 
Lord Chancellor, Lord Mansfield, Lord Li- 


verpool, and Mr. Dundas, acted; eight years 
in oppoſition to Mr, Pitt, Mr. Dundas, Lord 
Chatham, and Lord Grenville, and that not 


in ſilent oppoſition, but violent and virulent. 


He thought and acted with the Duke of Port- 


land, Earl Spencer, and Mr. Windham ; or 
rather he led them. Bur can it be ſuppoſed, 
that the Miniſters firſt mentioned adviſed the 
King to grant him a penſion for oppoſing the 


American war? Can it be believed, that Mr. 


Pitt 
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Pitt and his connexions recommended him 
to his Majeſty for his conduct during the 
King's indiſpoſition, or for ſyſtematically op- 
poſing their meaſures from 1784 to 1792 
The thing is impoſſible ; the ſuppoſition is 


an inſult to common ſenſe. We muſt con- 


_ clude, therefore, that his great merit in the 
opinion of Miniſters, was the deſtruction of 
an oppoſition, reſpectable in its numbers, and 
reſpectable in character. . 
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HE PARLIAMENTARY REGISTER; : or, | 
.the Hiſtory of the Proceedings and 'Debates bf 


'both Houſes of Parliament: containing an Account of 
the moſt intereſting Speeches and Motions, authentie Co- 


pies of all important Letters and Papers laid before either 
Houſe during the PRESENT SESSION. 
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” will be continued every Saturday during the ſeſſion; : 
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ſion, 3 vols. 11. 158. half bound and lettered, 
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"4 1784, Fl. 128. 6 
"PARLIAMENTARY REGISTER, from 1784 to 5 
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including an Account of the Parliament, National | 
Debt, and eſtablithed Religion. 18. 
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is added, an Ode to Fortune. 1s 


SIR FRANCIS BARING's Obſervations on the 
Eſtabliſhment of the Bank of England, and en the 
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